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PROGRAM 
Wednesday - July 10 - 9:30 A. M. 


9:30 A, M. Objectives of the Conference 


10:00: Ae M, Looking Ahead 


10:45 A.-M. Recent Amendments to the Act 


L2:00. Ao 0M. Committee Meetings 


Thursday - July 11 - 9:00 A. M. 


Opening Remarks 


9:00 4. M, Agriculture in Relation to 


the American System 


10:00 A. M. Technology and the Farmer 


11500 Aw Ms Committec Meetings 


OPSO be, Ms Committee Reports 


4:00 P. HM. Sceing the Potomac 


Friday - July 12 - 9:00 A. M. 


Saeed SOREN a 2 Se a 


A Word from the Under-Secretary 


S200 A. Ms Pasture Improvement and Manago- 


ment 


10:00 A. M. Agriculture and the War 


10:45. M, Committoe Reports 


Saturday - July 13 - 9:00 A. M. 


BLO0 us Be Committee Reports 


R. M. Evans, 
Administrator. 


Heke Wallace, 
Secretary of 
Agriculture. 


R. H. Shields, Office 
of the Solicitor. 


Grover B. Hill, 
Ass't. Secretary 


of Agriculture 


R. H. Montgomery, 
Professor of Economics, 
University of Texas. 


PT. PY Pllicott, B.A. 


Jo Bs-dutson, Agstt, 


Administrator, Presiding. 


Boat Trip 


Claude R. Wickard, 
Under-Secretary of 
Agriculture. 


Wallace, Cornell Univ. 


Chester C. Davis, 
Agriculture Momber 
Advisory Defense Com. 


J. B. Hutson, Prosiding. 
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MEMBERSHIP oF COMMITTEES , MEETING PLACES, AND PARTIAL LIST OF ITEMS 
FOR CONSIDERATION. - 


The, following committees have been designated in order that the 
matters which come before the conference may be given more careful 
consideration than would be possible by the whole group. The items 
which are listed have been callcd to our attention as deserving con- 
sideration and are not to bo considered as limiting the scope of the 
Committee discussions. Any member of the conference who desires a 
particular mattcr discussed should call it to tho attention of a momber 
of the appropriate committce in order that it may be considerod by the 
committee. Representatives of the intercsted divisions have been as- 
signed to cach committoc. These ropresentatives will not have-a vote 
but will be present to obtain the benefits of the discussion and will 
be glad to furnish any available information which members of the 
committce may request. Mr. Shiclds of the Solicitor's office will have 
members of his staff available to furnish information regarding legal 
problems. Stenographic services will bo aveilablc for cach committce. 
Information regarding location of moeting places, otc. may be obtained 
at room $702 or by calling Extension 5243. A copy of the committce 
report should be left at Room 3702 as soon as completed. Reports of cor 
mittces will be submitted to the conference for consideration. 


COMMITTERS : 
1. SOITL-BUILDING PRACTICES 


Meeting Place: Room No. ~ 


Telephone No. - 
Committee: 


Chairman - M. D. Royse - Kentucky 
G. L. Schuster - Delaware 
H. H. White - Mississippi 
A. P. Spencer'- Florida 
C. T. Cameron — Oklahoma 
R. H. Boothby — Maine 
Jacob Menzi -— Rhode Island 
Dwight J. Minor - Connecticut 
H. W. Soule - Vermont. 
L. A. Bevan - New Jersey 
W. F. Katterhenry - Wisconsin 
J. B. Carmichael - Missouri 
H. M. Leitmaker — Ohio 
A. C. Shoemaker - Wyoming 
Harry L. Spence - Idaho- 
Fred L. O'Cheskey - New Mexico 
L. ¥. Toyne — Colorado 
E. C. Reed — Nevada 
G. W. Larson — Minnesota 


Beye 
Division Representatives: 


R. S. Reed - Hast Central 
Ww. L. David - Southern 

H. L. Manwaring - Northcast 
D. W. Aitken - Insular 

C. J. Otten - North Central 
A. J. Borton - Western 


The soil-building practice committee will consider all pro- 
posals with respect to soil-building practices, including recommenda- 
tions as to rates of credit, and specifications for individual practices. 
Changes should be recommended only where it is indicated that increased 
conservation will be the result. Following are some of the proposals 
to be considered: 


(a) It has been called to our attention that in some areas 
the rate of payment for planting forest trccs is in excess of the 
cost of tho trees and labor incident to their planting. Consideration 
should be given to the question of reducing rates in such arcas so as 
to cover only the proper proportion of the cost of planting the trees. 


-(b) Consideration will be given to allowing credit for prac- 
tices only under specified conditions. For oxample, it has been proposed 
that credit be allowed for seceding only when limo and phosphate are ap- 
plicd, if these materials are necded; and that credit be allowed for 
terracing only when winter cover crops are planted on the land. Other 
proposals include the requirement that a specified proportion of the 
soil~building goal be met by certain practices. 


(c) Caroful consideration should be given as to whether any 
practices which aro now offered may be omitted for 1941. Also, con-= 
sideration should be given to reducing credit for practices normally 
carried out by farmers in order to encourage an increase of practices 
not normally followed. . 


(a) Consideration shoulda be given to tightening up requirements 
for practices wherever possible in order to sccure maximum conservation. 


(ce) Representatives of apple growers have recommended the in- 
clusion of a practice which provides for the removal of apple trees 
producing fruit of inferior quality. Their recommendation should be 
considered by the committee in conjunction with the committee on 
orchards. 


2. INCREASING EFFECTIVENESS OF THE PROGRAM 


Meeting Place: Room No. - 
Telephone No. - 


Committee: 


‘Chairman.- J. B, Andrews - Illinois 
oe vivre De. oS. Fluker — Alabama 
H. EH, Scholl - Oklahoma. 
T. M. Patterson - Mississippi 
Committeeman - Vermont 
Shaun Kelly — Massachusetts 
W. H, Martin - Vermont 
E. A. Flansburgh - New York 
H. O. Stuart - Rhode Island 
L. M. Vogler - Indiana 
Lan-B. McPheeters -— Missouri. 
Chas. W. Stickney - Minnesota 
Theodor Juhl - Puerto Rico 
H, S. Vandervort - West Virginia 
C. HE. Brehm - Tennessco 
T. Curtis - Virginia 
W. H, Steen - Oregon 
B. Holker - Montana 
J. Snyder - Novada 


Division Representatives: 


T. L. Ayers — Southern 

R. H. Roberts —- North Central 
Mo’ iL. Barnes’ - Hast Central 
Fred Entermille - Western 


This committee will consider ways and means of increasing the 
effectiveness of the program. Particular emphasis should be given to 
steps which may be taken on a national, State, or county basis to 
obtain maximum conservation on individual farms. These steps may 
involve a tightening up of the program provisions or administrative 
action which may be taken under tho present provisions. 


(a) The committee should give careful consideration to all 
possible means of obtaining more conseryation. under the program as 
well as to means of incrensing the effectiveness of acreage allotments. 


(>) Consideration should be given to the question as to whether 
there should be an increase in the soil-building goal on a part or all 
of the farms. Increases have been suggested, particularly on those 
farms having large soil-depleting acreage allotments on which payments 
are made. 


(c) At the present time there is considerable varintion in 
the closing dates for the program yenr in the various States. It would 
be particularly desirable if the program could be operated on a more 
uniform basis in this respect with closing, dates cither July 1 or 
August 1. This question should be carefully considered by the com- 
mittee, both from the standpoint of cconomy of checking performanco 
and timeliness of delivoring payments.to producers. 
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(ad) In all regions a farm plan or intention to participate is 
prepared for a majority of the farmers; in some regions it is required 
for all participating farms. Varying closing dates Are in effect with 
respect to these forms. ‘Undoubtedly the contacts made in connection 
with this work have served a useful purpose in educating individual 
farmers as to the objectives of the program and ways in which they 
could most effectivcly participate. A substantial part of the increased 
participation is due to this activity. Since considerable cost is 
involved in getting the farm plans oxocuted, consideration should bo 
given to whether this procedure should be followed each year and if 
so, whother the form used could not be adapted to serve also as an 
application for payment. 


(c) From time to time questions are raised as to the uses which 
may be made of superphosphate furnished ‘as a grant of aid and the crops 
on which it may be applied. The answers to these guestions also will 
be applicable to fortilizor matcrinls purchased by farmers and used under 
the program. Considcration should bo directed to obtaining the greatest | 
possiblo dogree of uniformity in doaling with these questions and to 
obtaining the maximum results from this phase of the program. 


(f) Should deduction from payments be provided for failure to 
maintain torraces constructed undor previous programs, properly protect 
and maintain forest trees planted under previous programs, of maintain 
seedings of perennials made under previous programs? 


(zg) What use is being made of the doterminations of the Secre- 
tary with respect to practices which dofent. the purposes of the program? 
How can greatest uniformity be obtaincd in administoring these provisions? 
Should thoy be included in the program bulletin? 


os RATES OF PAYMENT AND ALLOWANCES 


Meeting.Place: Room No. - 
Telephone No. - 


Committee: 


Chairman - A. R, Barnes - South Dakota 
S, R. Parkor - Massachusctts 
J. BE. Walkor — Pennsylvania 
R. K. Clapp - Connecticut 
Lee M,. Gentry - Illinois 
H. K, Hill - Wisconsin 
J. O. Knapp - West Virginia 
State Committecman - Virginia 
R. 0. Stelzer, Maryland and Delaware 
J. A. Watson - Texas 
Fred Ahberg - Oklahoma 
D. W. Watkins - South Carolina 
A. We. Jones - Alabana 
C. H. Matthews - Texas 
Harry D. Lohse, North Dakota 
Carl E. Teeter - Arizona 
W. W. Owens - Utah 


eT rere 


Division Representatives: 


C. I. Hendrickson - Northeast 

C. M. Cox = North Central 

W. G. Finn —- East Central 

H. P. Moffitt - Southern 

G. A. Peterson - Western 

J. L. Orr - Office of Administrator 


This committee will consider all questions relating to rates of 
payment and allowances and will familiarize themselves with the formula 
in the Act under which funds must be allocated. It must be kopt in 
mind that proper budget checks must bo included and that the funds which 
would be expended on the basis of the best available information as 
to participation cannot exceed tho funds authorized to be appropriated. 
Funds should be uscd so as to obtain tho maximum amount of conservation 
and the maximum effectiveness of acreage ollotments. 


(a) Consideration should be given to the question of continuance 
of the provision under which there may be earned with respoct to any 
farm at least $20.00. 


(bd) Under the 1940 program a special forestry ollowance of 
$30 is provided. In view of the budget situation and the fact that 
it is not possible to cstimate with any degree of occuracy the earn- 
ings under this provision, it appoars necessary thnt it be climinntcd. 


(c) Some revision in the procedure for determining payments 
with respect to range land is boing considered. Consideration should 
be given to the procedure for determining payments with respect to 
non~crop open pasture, since these should tic in with the rates on 
range land in the overlapping arenas. 


(ad) This committee should consider with the orchard committee 
the question of setting aside a part of the orchard allowance to be 
used only for tree removal. 


4, CROP CLASSIFICATION 


Meeting Place: Room No. ~ 
Telephone No. - 


Committee: 


Chairman - R. W. Hamilton -— South Carolina 
O. D. Klein - Iowa 
A. K. Chestem - Nebraska 
V. D. Sexson - Indiana 
F. W. Colby - Tennessce 
C. A. Taylor - Delaware 
C. D. Walker - Oklahoma 
W. Be Crawley - Alabama 
J. T. HE, Dinwoodic - North Dakota 
Geo. EH. Brown - Colorado 


Swe 
Division Representatives! 


F. J. Ludwig - North Central 
Sum Whiteside - East Central 
J. B. Young - Southorn 
Cc. BE. Carter - Westorn 


The committce on crop classification should consider all questions 
relating to the acreage to be classified as soil-depleting and the acre= 
age of a commodity which will be considered as harvested or planted to 
the commodity. In this connection consideration should be givon to the 
question of continucd participation in the program and its maximum 
effoctivoness in bringing about acreage adjustments. 


(a) Recommendations have beon received from some aroas that 
all soybeans in such areas be classificd as soil-depleting, regardless 
of whether harvested for seod or for hay. In some areas no soybean 
acreage is at present classified as soil-depleting regardless of the 
disposition of the crop. Approximately 94 percent of the soybean seed 
harvestod for all purposes is in areas whore the crop is classificd as 
soil-depleting. 


(b) In some cases sorghums are being uscd for silage to re= 
place corn normally used for silage, thoreby releasing such corn acre= 
age for the production of corn for grain. The extent of this problen 
and mothods for its solution should be considered. 

(c) In the case of wheat and ricc, in some areas under the 
1940 program producers whose acreage does not excecd the allotted 
acreage by more than 3 percent or 3 acres, whichever is larger, may, 
where such excess is due to lack of knowledge as to the acreage in 

the fields, dispose of the cxcess acreage. In such cases the acreage 
disposed of is not considered as planted to the comnodity. Considerna= 
tion should be given to whether this provision should be modificd or 
extended to other areas or to other commodities. 


(ad) A question has been raised as to whether popcorn harvestcd 
for use as a confection should be considered as acrenge planted to corn. 
A clarification of the definition or » uniform interpretation is desired. 


5. GREAT PLAINS 


Meeting Place: Room No. 2 
Tolephone No. - 


Conmittce: 


Chairman - Fred S. Wallace - Nebraska 
C, L. Thomas - Texas 
H. T. Kingsbery ~ Texas 
Louis I. Thompson - South Dakota 
C. V. Hemphill - New Mexico 
Herman L. Cudney — Kansas 
Alfred Thuring - North Dakota 
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Division Representatives: 


F. R. Merrifield - Southern 
L. R. Kennedy - North Central 
F. E. Dominy - Western 


The Great Plains committee will consider all problems relating 
primarily to the Great Plains area. The. re-establishment of a permanent 
vegetative cover on substantial acreages of land in this arca is onc 
of the objectives of the program. Can the present provisions of the 
program be strengthened to obtain this. result morc rapidly? In what 
ways can the gains made to date be safeguarded in the future? . All 
questions of rolationship of tho range program to the agricultural 
conservation progrnm should be considered by this committcc oxcept 
rates of payment and practices. 


(a) For 1940, special programs are in cffect in seven countics 
in Texas and ten counties in Kansas which are designed to meet special 
probloms existing in tho area in which these countics are located. A 
Similar program may be developed for 1941 which will be applicable 
to the remaining counties in this area involving Colorado, Now Moxico, 
Texas, Oklahoma, and Kansas. A special mocting will be held to con~ 
sider this problem at a Inter date, but it is desired that the com 
mittee give consideration to this matter in ordor that definite pro- 
posals may be availablo for the later meeting. 


(b) Careful consideration should be given to the provisions 
with respect to restoration land to determine if there is any way in 
which this program can be made more offective in re-cstablishing and 
maintaining a permanent vegotative cover on restoration land. 


(c) Under the 1940 program one unit of soil-building practice 
is valued at $2.00 on wind crosion farms; that is, farms which are owned 
or leased by a conservation district, by an association detormincd by the 
State committee to have been organized for conservation purposes, or by 
a State agency authorizod by law to own or lease land for conservation 
or crosion control purposes. At least one instance has come to our 
attention where an association showed a substantial profit on the soil- 
building practices carricd out on such farms. It appears that it would 
be equitable to reduce the payment per unit on these farms to $1.50 
so as to be comparnble with other farms in the program. This will 
also simplify the administration of the program. 


(d) In many states the range and agricultural conservation 
programs are combined for 1940. Consideration should be given as to 
whether the two programs should be combined for 1941 as a national 
conservation program. Separate handbooks could be issued in any State 
where this is found desirable. This itom will be given consideration in 
the light of recommendations of the national range conference on June 
24-28. 
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6 GRANTS OF AID 


Meeting Place! Room No. - 
Telephone No. - 


Committee: 


Chairman —- S. K. Cassell - Virginia 

I. 0. Schaub ~- North Carolina 
J. L. Wright - Arkansas 

_ John J. Doles — Louisiana 
Walter S. Brown - Georgia 
Paul E. Sargeant - New Hampshire 
J. Be Thayer - Connecticut 
Don. J. Wickham - New York 

- A. K, Gardner - Maine 
C. W. Sheppard - Missouri 
Homer D. Smith - Wisconsin 
State Committeeman — Maryland 
N. C. Donaldson - Oregon 
C. W. Potors - Washington 
L. C. Williams - Kansas 


' Division Representatives: 


F., W. Darner - Insular 

W. P, Ellington - East Central 
BE. L. Deal - Southern 

Em. H. F, Felber - Northeast 

W. EL Westbrook .- Western ~ 
R. W. Herder - North Central 


This committee should consider questions relating to the grant 
of aid program. The objective should be to make this program serve as 
far as possible in bringing about the maximum amount of conservation. 
How far should the grant of aid program be extended? What itoms should 
be included? 


(a) Should the term Norant of aid" be discontinued and some 
‘other phraso substituted? 


Onc suggestion is to discontinuc the term altogother, referring 
to the project as "phosphate project", “lime project", etc. An overall 
term might be "the AAA materials project". ; 


(b) Should the project be continued substantially as in 1940 
or should considerable changes be made? 


Among the modifications which have been proposed are the following: 


Plan No. 1 - The AAA would establish for each county a fair 
market price for liming material and for superphosphate. 


Lf ae 


There would be no soil-building practices, as such, for the appli- 
cation of liming materials and superphosphate in the 1941 Regional and 
State bulletins. Instead, these materials would be furnished to farmers 
in the amounts and for the uses requested, and approved by the county 
committee within the limit established by their soil-building allowances. 
Each soil-building allowance would be reduced by an amount which, when 
added to tho small payment increase computed thereon, would equal the 
established cost of the material. 


If a farmer desired to buy these materials himself, he would be 
paid for them at the rate established as the fair market price for the 
area, and his soil=building allowance would be reduced to the same extent 
as if those materials had been furnished him by the AAA. 


In the event that any producer using lime or superphosphate 
filed an application for payment, the small payment increase on the 
payment computed thercon would be adjusted by the Examining Section to 
reflect the adjustment made when the producer's soil—building allow- 
ance was reduced. 


Plan No. 2 - Rates of payment and rates of deduction would 
be established in a manner similar to that used in 1940. The maximum 
quantity of grant of aid material which any farmer could receive would 
be his soil-building allowance plus the small payment increase theroon 
divided by the rates of deduction established for matcrial which he 
requested, except that the total value of matcrial which any producer 
could request would not exceed certain valuc limitations. 


If the farm had no acreage allotments established for it, the 
producer would at the time of filing his request for material indicate 
whether or not he would file an application for payment in the fall. 


a. If the producer indicated that he would not file an 
application for payment in the fall, then the materials furnished him 
would be in lieu of all payments which might be computed for the farm 
and at the time of checking performance we would not check to deter- 
mine whether or not additional practices hnd been performed. If, 
however, the producer had plantcd.crops which incurred a deduction or 
misused any of the material furnished, then an application would be filed 
showing such deductions. 


b. If the producer at the time his order for material 
was taken indicated that he would file an application or if he was ona 
farm for which an acreage allotment has been established, then a 
Gomplete check of his farm would be made and.any cost of grant of 
aid material not carned by the application of such matcrial would bo 
deducted from any other payment computed for.the farm, or the amount 
by which such total payment was short of the.cost of the material fur- 
nished would be placed on the register of indebtedness against this 
producer. . 
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(c) What limitations should be placed upon the quantity of 
material which can be received by any hod 


The following Limitustons have been suggested: 


Racy, 80% of the soil- eutdding allowance plus the increase 
for small: growers. 


(2) Collect the association expenses in cash and allow 
100% of the soil-~building allowance plus the increase for small growers. 


(3) Either (1) or (2) on non-allotment farms, and up 
to the quantity required to meet the soil-building goal on allotment 
farms. 


(d) Should estimated association sea Guat be collected in cash? 


(c) What formula should be uscd in allocating ‘en Soper 
~ phosphate supplics? 


(f) What are the conditions under which normal superphosphate 
should be furnished, including grade, definite or indefinite contracts, 
time, and size of bags? 


(gz) What about liming specifications? 
(h) What about terracing specifications? 
(i) - Should the vetch and pon project be continued through 1941? 


(j) What can be done towards Sp ene delivery over the entire 
sas rather than in -a fow months? ; 


(k) Should the deduction rate cover tho cont of local handline 
in the county, including delivery to the farm where farmyard ne tie es, 
wis iti cack . + 


7. TRUCK AND VEGETABLE CROPS 


Meeting Place: Room No. - 
Telephone No. - 


Committee: 


Chairman - Chas. A. Collins - New Jersey 
H. G, Clayton ~- Florida 
D. C. Atwood — Texas 
Paul Sanders - South nee 
J. B. Daniels — Arkansas 
O. R. Hallene — Rhode Island 
John §,. Wickham - New York 
Kenneth Roberts - New Jersey 
C. A. Thompson - New Jersey 
C. W. Swanebeck - Michigan 
H. H. Nuttle ~ Maryland 
Dave Davidson - California 
O. L. Lee ~- Utah 


TES ce 
Division Representatives: 


J. M. Hunt - Southern 

Stanley McMahon - North Central 
W. O. Shofner - East Central 

C. C, Farrington - Western 


This committee will consider questions relating to truck. and 
vegetable crops, Recommendations of the national vegetable conference 
June 3, 4, and 5, 1940, together with other recommendations relating 
to vegetables shovld be carefully considered, A joint meeting should 
be arranged with the orchard committee at a convenient time to consider 
mutual problems, J 


RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE NATIONAL VEGETABLE CONFERENCE 


This National Vegetable Conference recognizes the value of the 
1940 Agricultural Conservation Program and is grateful for the oppor- 
tunity the industry has had to join with the other great commodity 
groups of the nation in cooperation through the A.A.A. 


The vegetable industry realizes the importance of the oppor- 
tunity it has had under A.A.A. to develop the present program and 
hopefully looks forward to broadening the program for 1941 as out- 
lined by this conference, 


This conference believes there should eventually develop a 
coordinated program which would aim for stabilization of production 
and effective marketing plans within the industry to the end that 
reasonable income would be restored to vegetable growers, 


We commend the efforts of the Research workers in Home Economics 
and the educational work carried out by those workers and by Extension 
Service Home Demonstration Agents, as well as similar activitics by 
other agencies, to point out the value of vegetables in the diet and 
to encourage the use of vegetables in the interest of health and of 
National welfare. The representatives at this conference pledge them- 
selves to render assistance in furthering this work and desire to 
assure these agencies that the vegetable growers will produce for con- 
sumers adequate quantities of quality vegetables at reasonable prices. 
We recommend that additional funds be made available to these agencies 
to further the splendid work now being done, 


CLASSIFICATION 


1. Under the program all vegetables, whether annual or perennial, 
(inclading strawberries and rhubarb), grown for marketing fresh 
or for processing, shall be classified as vegetables. 


sm 


(a) No dried beans shall be classified as vegetables, 
(b) No cowpeas, including black-eyed peas, shall be 
classified as vegetables. ate 


Sweet potatoes when harvested for market (except for starch) 
shall be classified as vegetables. 


Since bulbs and flowers are not vegetables and are not used for 
food, they shall not be classificd as vegetables. 


ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 
General Recommendations 


1. That provision be made by the AAA to complete and announce 
the 1941 vegetable program and issue 1941 allotments by 
August 1, 1940. For subsequent years the program should be 
completed and announced by July 1. 


2. The Executive Committee recommends that the National Con- 
ference be called not later than June 1, in order that all 
programs may be completed and announced by July l. 


3, That the payment rate por acre for the vegetable acreage 
allotment and the deduction rate per acre for vegetables 
planted in excess of the acreage allotment, remain as in 
1940, We request judicious estimates of participation be 
made in order to maintain the payment rate as high as 
possible, 


Special Recomnendations 


1. That all counties in which 100 acres of vegetables for | 
market have been or shall be produced, shall be designated 
vegctable counties. : 


2. That the present program provision for establishing vege- 
table allotments of not less than 3 acres on individual 
farms be retained but provide for the State Committec, with 
assistance of a vegetable advisory committee, to have 
authority to establish individual farm allotmerits at l acre 
or anything less than 3 acres in individual States or desig- 
nated areas within any State. 


Vegetable allotments for new growers shall be made within 
the county allotment, 


Payments shall be made on the vegetable allotment to new 
farms in compliance, ) 
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Vegetable producers who plant less than 80% of the vegetable 
acreage allotment shall be paid on 125% of eee oat 
acreage of vegetables, 


SOIL BUILDING PEG SEIS 
a The pres sent soil-building practices remain in effect for 1941, 


2. A practice be added to allow emer tcatian of ieee superphos- 
phate in connection with the seeding of barley, wheat, or rye 
grown in combination with a winter legume to be plowed under 
as a green manure crop and followed by commercial vegetables, 


3. The Executive Committee carefully considered the Soil Conser- 
vation Committee rccommendation to allow ten tons of purchased 
animal manure as a practice payment on vegotable land. The 
committec fully appreciates the benefits from such a practice 
and its desirability in certain areas, However, this is a 
National program and a payment practice for manure application 
has repeatedly been turned down by the National Conference; 
therefore. the Executive Committee, in the interest of the 
National Program, cannot recommend inclusion of this contro- 
versial practice, which might open the way for payments for 
using manure produced on general farms which can hardly be 

’ justified, 


4, <A situation similar to the above applies to the soil-building 
practice committee recommendation for a special practice 
adapted to the Florida Everglades. Therefore the Executive 
Committce does not recommend any special practice for this 
area, 


The Executive Committee considered the special recommendation 
of the allotment committee regarding changing the base period from 
the 1928-37 to the 1936-40 average for the purpose of computing 
vegetable funds under the formulae in the Act, and recommends legis- 
lation to effect this change, 


ADJUSTMENT OF MARKET | ‘SUPPLIES 


We, the Executive Committee, commend the Federal Surplus Com- 
modities Corporation for work in stepping up activity on the stamp 
plan to include the sale of commercial vegetables, and request that 
this work be expanded, 


We recommend that an Agricultural representative be placed on 
food committees where the Federal Surplus Commoditios Corporation 


oe 
stamp plan is now in operation; 


It is recommended that vegetable grower organizations cooperate 
with the distributing trade with a view to increasing the volume of 
vegetable sales through commercial channels; 


We recommend that the direct purchaso program of Federal surplus 
commodities be made available primarily in areas where growcrs have 
made efforts to control acreage, grades, and marketing of commercial 
vegetables; 


The committec recognizes a groat need for extensive organization 
of the vegetable industry in order to bring about effective educa 
tion and cooperation within the industry and therefore recommends 
that funds and porsonnel be made available through the Extension 
Service of the U.S.D.A. and with tho cooporation of the AAA in order 
to strengthen existing vegetable organization and to encourage new 
organizations where nocessary. We furthor recommend that this be 
done with the cooperation of State agencies; 


We recommend that the fullest possible use be made of marketing 
agreements in arcas where commercial vegetables are grown, and that 
the Department and other agencies carry on oducational work to this 
end ; 


We unanimously endorse Senate Bill No. 4007 and its companion 
bill, H.R. 9799, rolating to marketing quotas for lettuce and melons 
in the States of California and Arizona, 


8, ORCHARDS 


Meeting Place: Room No. — 
Telophone No. - 


Committecs. 


Chairman ~- Carl G. Wooster - New York 
R, F. Fricke —- New York 
CO. J. McCormick - Indiana 
R. J. Baldwin -— Michigan 
John H, Bast - Virginia 
Kit Philips - Arkansas 
J. E, Tippett - California 
W. H. Mann -— Washington 


Division Representatives: 


Donald. F, Miller - North Central 
Chas. D. Lewis - Hast Central 

G. L, Prichard - Southern 

H, E. Schwartz - Western 
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The committee on orchards will consider the recommendations of 
representatives of the apple industry made at a recent meeting in 
Washington relating to the participation of orchards in the program. 
Careful consideration should be given to ways of making the orchard 
practices now available most effective in obtaining conservation of 
orchard land, <A joint meeting should be arranged with the truck and 
vegetable committee at a convenient timo to consider mutual problems, 


(a) It was recommended by representatives of the apple industry 
that a.practice be included for 1941 which would provide for the re- 
moval of apple trees producing fruit of inferior quality. This .com- 
mittee should work with the soil-building practice committee in giving 
consideration to this proposal. 


(bd) It has also béen recommended that consideration be given 
to the ear-marking of a part of the funds available for apples to be 
used only for carrying out this practice, This could be accomplished 
by setting up in each State a specific amount to be carned only by the 
removal of uneconomic trees and accepting applications for the use of 
this fund until the maximum amount is reached, This could be handled 
either on a first come, first served basis or by accepting applications 
up to a given date and giving each applicant the samc percentage of his 
request if the requests were in excess of the available funds. A 
variation of this proccdure could provide that those removing a small 
number of trees would be allotted the funds rcouested and that those 
requesting a larger amount of funds be given the proportionate part 
which is possible with the available funds. The committec should work 
with the committce on Rates of Payment and Allowances in considering 
this proposal, 


9, ALLOTMENT AND YIELD PROCEDURE 


Meeting Place: - Room No. - 
: Telephone No, - 


Committec: 


Chairman - G. R. Harris - California 
Elmer F, Kruse - Ohio 
J. V. Stevenson - Illinois 
Virgil L. Walker - Missouri 
G. T, Scott - North Carolina 
O. M, Farrington - Kontucky 
R,. @. Branch = Arkansas 
E, N. Holmgreen - Texas 
H. S. Durden - Georgia 
Frank W, Hussey - Maine 
A.C. Bardwell - Massachusetts 
A. F, McDougall - Massachusetts 
M. A. Sloan - California 
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' Division Representatives? 


B. Frank Brewer - North Central - 
J. M,. Thompson - Western hii 
Tom C, Allington - Crop Ins,.Corp,. 
. E. Thigpen - East Central 

i, EB. York - Southern 

. R. Ware — Northeast 
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This committee will consider recommendations relative to the 
procedure for establishing acreage allotments and normal yields per acrc, 
The greatest degrce of simplicity consistent with the establishment of 
equitable acreage allotments and the provisions of the Act is desired, 
Particular consideration should be given to problems resulting from the 
establishment of allotments for new growers, 


(a) Under the present provisions, new grower allotments are re- 
duced to the planted acreage if less than the original allotment. The 
question has been raised as to whether any payment should be made with 
respect to new grower allotments. 


(b) To what extent should new grower allotments be made with 
respect to tho various commodities for which allotments are established? 
In cortain commoditics the Act prescribes the maximum allotments which 
may be made to new growors, 


(c) What position should bo taken with respect to allotments 
for newly cleared land? 


(4d) What should bo the policy with respect to new areas which 
are coming into production? 


(c) It has boen recommended that peanut acreage allotments bo 
established for all farms producing peanuts for markct in States in 
which peanut acroage allotments are determined. If this proccdure were 
followed commercial arcas would not be designated in the States in which 
allotments are determined, 


10, DETERMINATION OF PERFORMANCE 


Meeting Place: Room No, - 
Telephone No, - 


0S we 
Committee: 


Chairman - Ralph H. Moyer - Office of Adm. 
EZ. Y. Floyd - North Carolina 
State Committeeman -— Tennessee 
Robie Gray - Georgia 

F. W. Spencer - Louisiana 

D. GC. Alsobrook - Mississippi. 
James D. Prewit - Texas 

Ralph S. Shaw - Rhode Island 
F, J. Marshall ~ Minnesota 
Wn, J. Van Zee - South Dakota 
O. J. Kemmerling - Indiana 

H. L. Stafford - Idaho 

E.R. Olson - Montana 


Division Representatives: 


Jd. B. Davis ~ Hast Central 

T, M, Gachet - Southern 
Frank M. Crowell - North Central 
William Reagan - Western 


This committee will serve as a medium for the exchange of ideas 
and procedures which have been used in determining performance, It will 
probably not be possible for those in attendance to make recommendations 
upon a number of the items listed for consideration, However, the dis- 
cussion should bring out the points involved insofar as is practicable, 
It should be kept in mind that determination of performance is the most 
expensive operation in connection with the program and that it is 
essential that performance be accurately determined, Any method which 
will reduce the cost of checking performance without reducing the 
accuracy should be carefully considered, How much can cost be reduced 
by arranging the program so as to climinate tho necessity for a second 
visit to the farm? 


(a) How can the procedure for checking performance be improved 
to insure accuracy and stability of results and at the same time reduce 
expenses? Careful consideration should be given to means whicn will 
enable the farmer to know in advance of planting the acreage determined 
for areas which he will plant, especially in the case of crops having 
special allotments? 


(bo) To what extent can the determination of performance be com- 
pleted upon one visit to the farm by a supervisor or farm checker? This 
might be accomplished by delaying the start of performance checking, 
advancing the date of closing the program year, or both. (Sce item (c), 
Committee No. 2). 


(c) How can the spot check procedure be made more effective? 


Ey G) 
(4) Other items for discussion: 


1. Methods which can be employed to stabilize acreage 
PLeures. as Der 


| 2. Use of farm maps, "cut-outs", or other substitutes 
for photographs by supervisors or farm reporters. 


3. Methods employed where enlargements are used more than 
one year and the number of years enlargements can be used. 


4, Whether subdivision and changed field boundary lines 
should be scaled in by the supervisor (farm reporter) or by the county 
orrice, ; Wik 


6, The extent to which acreages of new ground and changed 
fields should be computed rather than plotted and planimetered on the 
enlargement. tex 


6. Methods of determination of the acreages of small 
tracts of land; how large should an area be before it should be plotted 
and planimetered on the cnlargement. 


7, Standards for deductions of areas in a field not 
devoted to the use to which the field is devoted, Should deduction 
be made for areas occupied by broad terraces? , 


8, Estimation of acreages of crops and land uses other 
than allotment crops. _ 


9. Relative merits of planimcters and rotometers. 


10. The longth of time photography may be used before 
reflying is justified. ; 


11, EDUCATIONAL ACTIVITIZS 


Mecting Place: Room No. - 
Telephone No. - 


Committee: 


Chairman - H. EB. Thompson - Arkansas 
J. W. Bateman - Louisiana 
‘Geo, Slaughter - Texas 
James J, Lone - Florida 
R. BE. Cammack - Alabama 
Geo, A, Schuler - Pennsylvania 
Barl P, Robinson - New Hampshire 
J. HE, Carrigan - Vermont 
M, A. Doan - Michigan 
R. K, Bliss - Iowa 
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Committee (continued) 


S. H. Rutford - Minnesota 

CG. EH. Stockdale - West Virginia 

T. P. Cooper - Kentucky 

State Committeeman - North Carolina 
John Lowe - West Virginia 

Leo Knuti - Minnesota 


J.d. McElroy - Wyoming 

F, E. Balmer - Washington 
Co Vip racrrel i = krizona 

T, E. Buckman - Nevada 

P, M. McGuire - New Mexico 
Frank Wimberly - New Mexico 


Division Representatives: 


The committee 
which information as 
taining to it may be 
the cities. How can 


Whitney Tharin - Southern 

J, H. Arnold - Northeast 

James Paulsen. - Grop Ins. Corp. 

Wayne H. Darrow ~- Information 

J. H, Shoulders - Hast Central 

Werner P, Mcyer - Wester: 

I. M. Bitreim - North Central 
.¥ 


on educational activities will consider ways in 
to the objectives of the 
made available to persons on the farms and in 
we best insure full knowlcdge on the part of 


program and facts per- 


farmers and tho public generally with respect to the objectives and 
accomplishments of the AAA program? 


(a) 


What are the educational responsibilities and opportuni- 


ties of AAA committeemen in view of the developments in the world war 


situation? 


(bd) 


Classes of people? 


(a) 


(c) 


women 


What are proved to be the best means for reaching different 


rank and file of farmers?. 


town people 


(c) How can the discussion method of conducting AAA meetings 


be improved and extended? 


(4) 


How can committeemen best use the radio and press to inform 


« 


farmers and others about the program? 
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(ce) What improvements can and should be made in AAA educational 
materials such as bulletins, mimeographed circulars, charts, etc.? To 
what extent should AAA go in visualizing its information through pictures, 
pictographs, film strips, and exhibits? 


(f) Should state mimoographed house organs be encouraged? 


(g) Should the use of motion pictures in AAA education work be 
further encouraged? 


(h) How far should AAA go in making motion pictures? 
(a) stato movies | 
(b) regional movies 
(c) National movies. 
(i) What are the possibilities of farmer busincss-men meetings? 


(j) How can committee training and activitics best be aided? 


12, ADMINISTRATION 


Mecting Place: Room No. - 
Telephone No. - 


Committee: 


Chairman - 8, 3, Statham - Georgia 
State Committeeman — Vermont 
A. H. Smith - Pennsylvania 

W. T. Clark - Connecticut 

. S&S. Hazen — Iowa 

D. Deeds — Ohio 

Arlie Mucks - Wisconsin 

John Brainard - Minnesota 

J. R. Hutcheson - Virginia 

A, A. Deakins ~ Tennessee 

P., 0. Davis - Alabama 

H. G,. Chalkley - Louisiana 

A. V. McCormack - Idaho 

T, R. Merryweather - California 

Wm, L, Teutsch - Oregon 

F, A, Anderson - Colorado 

A, E, Bowman —- Wyoming 


Division Representatives: 
Se EPEC BCIV eter: 


H. G. HE, Paull - Northeast 

Carl W, Rudolph ~ Crop Ins. Corp, 
B. M, English - Hast Central 

C. H. Alvord - Southern 

W. Harry King - North Central 
Henry Wood - Western 
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The committee on Administration will consider questions 
relating to, 


(1) The efficient and economical operation of the county 
associations and their offices. 


(a) How can administrative expenses be held 
to the minimum necessary for accurate and 
efficient county office work? 


(b) When and how should annual elections of 
agricultural conservation associations be held? 


(2) The making of assignments of agricultural con- 
servation payments, 


(a) What changes ghould be made in order to 
secure the greatest good to the producers 
involved? 


An explanation will be made o. the wanner in which funds 


appropriated for the programs are divided among the various activities 
for which the appropriations are made, 


13, COMMODITY LOANS 


Meeting Place: Room No, - 
Telephone No, - 


Committee: 


Chairman-- Roy C. Wilson - Xansas 
John 8, Buingarner - Illinois 
Guy Dowdy - Ohio 
John B, Kimberly - Iowa 
State Committeeman ~— Kentucky 
C. L, Neill - Mississippi 
M, W, Adams - South Carolina 
G. G. Minnick - Pennsylvania 
EH. J. Haselrud - North Dakota 
W,. TD. Wright. -. Arizona 


Division Representatives: 
E, A. Johnson - Hast Central 
EH. C,. Neas - Southern 
EE, J, Bell - Western 
Wm, McArthur - North Central 


Commodity Credit Corporation: 


John D. Goodloe 


This 
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committee will consider questions relating to commodity 


loans, including ways in which loans can best serve cooperating farmers. 


(e) storm 


At present we are maintaining an Ever Normal Granary for 


corn of nearly 25 percent of a normal year's disappearance. 
Formerly, our average carryover was only 7 percent of a normal 
year's needs, 


(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


(bd) Wheat, 


Can we continue a successful Evor Normal Granary for 
corn on the present basis of crop year loans with 
loan extensions and storage allowances? 


Can we bettor maintain the Ever Normal Granary for 
corn by making long-term initial loans and requiring 
the producer to store the corn over two or three 
crop years? 


Can we maintain an Ever Normal Granary for corn on 
the present basis of supplies and prices without an 
increase of non-participation in the corn programs? 


Can we successfully continue the present Ever 
Normal Granary for corn without having greater 
restrictions or allotments on other feed crops, 
such as oats, barley, grain sorghums, soybeans, ‘ 
alfalfa, and so forth? 


Can we adjust livestock production and maintain 
livestock prices without further restrictions on 
our feed grain production? 


Can we hope to maintain a successful Ever Normal 
Granary for corn without. invoking marketing 


quotas or compulsory allotments? 


Our wheat loan programs so far have served primarily as a 


means of increasing farm income and promoting orderly marketing, 


(1) 


(2) 


Should wheat loan programs be on a short-term basis, 
forcing liquidation of all warehouse loans before any 
accurate determination can be made as to the size of 
new crop? 


Shall we formulate our wheat loan programs on the 

basis that the Ever Normal Granary for wheat shall 
be in the hands of the producers rather than in the 
hands of the grain trade or millers and processors? 


Shall we make longer term loans on wheat stored on 
farms at a higher rate, elininating tho storage 
allowance and make warchouse loans for one year but 
make the borrower assume the storage charge by 
deducting 7 cents from the loan value? 


—_ 


he: 


(c) "Stop Loss" Loans, The present loan programs on rye and barley 
are termed "stop loss" loans, designed to protect producers 
against marketing those crops at prices far below cost of pro- 
duction, 


(1) Are the present "stop loss" loans on rye and 
barley satisfactory? 


(2) Shall "stop loss" loans be extended to other 
grains, suchas oats, soybeans and grain sorghums? 


(3) Can we sustain the prices on such commodities 
without acreage allotments or more restrictive 
total soil~depleting crop allotments? 


(d) Cotton, 


(1) Should the field administration of cotton loans be 
changed? 


(2) Consideration should te given to any problons in 
connection with location differentials. 


(3) At what level should cotton loans be made in the long 
time best interests of cotton growers? 


(4) Should cotton loans be made on a net or gross weight 
basis? 


14, SUGAR BEETS AND SUGAR CANE 


Meeting Place: Room No. - 
Tclephone No, - 


Committee: 


Chairman - Harry H, Simpson - Colorado 
J. Bernard Frisbie - Puerto Rico 
L. J. Landry ~ Louisiana 
H. L. Foster - Nebraska 
Thos. B. Oxby - Michigan 
A. G, Kilburn - Utah 


Division Representatives: 


HE, A. Rush - Southern 

Roy J. Jordre - Western 

Grant G, Thompson - North Central 
Bernhard H, Benidt - Sugar 
Garibaldi Laguardia - Sugar 
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This committee will consider questions relating to the adminis- 
tration of the sugar program in State and county offices. 


(a) The procedure which should be followed in determining pro- 
portionate shares or allotments for cane and beet growers should be 
given careful consideration, 


(bd) Consideration should also be given to farming practices | 
required to be carried out in connection with the production of sugar 
beets and sugar cane, 


(c) How can the administration of the labor provisions of the 
Sugar Act be handled most effectively? 


15. CROP INSURANCE 


Mceting Place: Room No. - 
Telephone No, - 


Committee: 


Chairman - Guy W. Smith - Crop Ins. Corp. 
. B, Symons —- Maryland 

. L. Hague - Oklahoma 

. J. Janike = Nebraska 

. C, Thomas ~- South Dakota 

. H. Leker — Kansas 

. H. Richardson - Montana 
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Federal Crop Insurance Corporation: 
oehetal vrop insurance vorporation 


S. EH. Purvines 
Arthur M, Cummings 
John H, Fraser 


Division Representatives: 


W. H. Evans - East Central 

M. P. Leaming - Southern 
Donald Sabin - Western 

FF, R, Donohue - North Central 
C. E. Wickham - Northeast 


The Crop Insurance Committee will consider questions relating to 
the administration of the crop insurance program in State and county 
offices. How can the program be made to sorve a larger number of 
farmers? 


(a) What improvements can be mado in the mothod of pricing grain? 
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(b) Is the plan now being followed concerning meritorious cases 
working out satisfactorily for all concerned? 


(c) Is there need for further perfection of the plan being used 
this year for the approval of yields and rates? 


(d) What further refinements are desirable in the relationship 
of the work handled by county committees, state offices, and branch 
offices of the Corporation? 
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(EMBERSHIP OF COMMITPURS, UEETING PLACES, AND PARTIAL LIS® OF 
ITHIUS FOR CONSIDERATION. 


The following committe@s have been designated in order that 

oe matters which come vefore the conference may be Siven more 
oful consideration than vould be possible by the whole group. 

stoms which are listed have been called to our attention as 
oserving consideration and aro not to be considered as limiting 
he scope of the committce discussions A number of suggestions 
roceived by the Burcau of Nee cal iee” Bconomics through Land Use 
Planuing committoes and othor sources are included and should be 
civon caroful consideration. <Any member of the conference who 
desires a particular matter discussed should eall it to the attention 
of a nomber of the appropriate committee in order that it may be 
considered by the committee. 
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Representatives of the interested divisions have been as- 
signed to each committee. These representatives will not have a vote 
>ut will be present to obtain the benefits of the discussion and will 


vo glad to furnish any available information which et hme of the 
committee may request. lr. Shields of tho Solicitor's office will 
have mombers of his staff available to furnish information regarding 
legal problems. Stenographic services will be avoilable for each 
comiittce. Information regarding location of meeting Sedo eve. 
may be obtained at room 3702 or by calling 4xtension 5243. i. copy 
of the committee report should be left at Room 370¢ as soon as 
complotod. Reports of committees will be submitted to the conference 
for consideration. 


1, SOIL-SUILDING PRACTICES 


Meetine Place: Room No. £01 Admin. Bldg. 
te | > 


Committee: 


Chairman-ii. D, R K 
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Dvd ght J. isinor - Connecticut Umer eae Nevads 

H. ©. Soule - Vermont G. We Larson « itanesote 


L. wi. Sevan - New Jersey 
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vision Representatives: 


Reed - Bast Central 


By ae 

WT. L. David - Southern 

H. L. Manwaring - Northeast 

D, W. Aitken - Insular 
C.J, Otten.~— Nerta Centrad 

i. J. Borton - Western 


The soil-building practice committee will consider all pro- 
posals with respect to soil-building practices, including recommenda- 
hionesas to.z as of credit, and specifications for individual practices. 
Chanzes should be recommended only where it is indicated that increased 
conservation ca be the result. H#ollowing are some of the proposals 
to be considered: 
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it has been called to our attention that in some areas 
payment for planting forest trees is in excess of the 

cost of the trees and labor incident to their planting. Consideration 
should be given to the question of reducing rates in such areas so as 
to cover only the proper proportion. of the cost of planting the tre 


(0) Sonsgideration will be Siven to allowing credit for prac- 
tices only under specifie a conditions. For example, it has been proposed 
that credit be allowed for seeding only when lime and phosphate are ap- 


plied, if these det LeU are needed; and that credit be allowed for 
terracing only when winter cover crops are planted on the land, Other 
proposals include the requirement that a specified proportion of the 
soil-building goal be met by certain practices. 


(c) Careful consideration shovld be givon as to whather any 
practices which are now offered may be omitted for 1941. Also, con- 
3 eee should be given to reducing credit for practices normally 
carried out by farmers in order to encourage an increase of practices 
not eee followed. 


(d) Consideration should be given to tig shtening up requirements 
practices wherever possible in order to secure maximum conservation. 
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(ce) Representatives of apple growers have recommended the in- 
clusion of a practice which provides for the removal of apple trees 
producing fruit of inferior quality. Their recommendation should be 
considered by the committee in conjunction with the committee on 
orchards, re 
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SUGGESTIONS BY BAF INCLUDING THOSE OBTAINED FROM COUNTY LAND USE 


PLANNING COMMITTEES, 


(f) 


(g) 


(h) 


The establishment and improvement of pastures is recognized as a 
problem of major importance in certain areas particularly in 

the South, Hast and Northeast, and numerous proposals have been 
made for placing additional emphasis upon the development and main- 
tenance of pastures. Proposals have been made to: 


(1) give additional encouragement to the establishment of 
permanent pastures by increasing the rate for sceding 
_ specificd high type pasture mixtures. (limit to designated 
areas); “a° 


(2) allow credit for pasture seedings only if lime and phos- 
-phate are applicd in preparntion for scoding (provided 
theso materials aro needed); 


(3) offcr a pasture renovation practice for non-crop open 
pasture land. Such a practice would provide for the re- 
moval of brush, bricrs, ctc., and would include the ro= 
quirement that the pasture be mowed as necded and also 
would provido for the applicxtion of lime and phosphate if 
necded; (limit to designated areas) 


(4) sot aside a specified percentage of the soil-building al- 
lowance to be used only for the seceding or improvoment of 
pastures. 


The problem of crosion control is recognized as scrious in most 
regions and mony recommendations for increasing the effectiveness 
of the program in this respect have been received. The, genoral, rec- 


-ommendation that greater emphasis be placed on terrncing frequently 


appears in reports from countics in-the South. Other proposals are 
to: 


(1) require the proper maintenance of torraces built under 
previous programs before approving any payments for the 
farm: 


(2) separate terrace construction and terrace outlets and 
provide eredit for the construction of terrace outlots 
whether vegetative or structures. 


(3) sot aside a specificd percentage of the soil-building 
allowance to be used only for crosion control. 


Problems relating to farm forestry and farm woo¢lots aro widely 
recognized and many proposals for increasing tho cffectivoness of 
forestry practices hive been made. Included are proposals to: 


IF ie? 
(1) adjust the credit for planting forest trees, by areas, to 
approximately cover the actual cost of the trees} 


(2) provide credit for protecting farm woodlands from fire at 
a rate of five cents per acre; (in designated areas) 


(i) Several countics havo recommended that eredit for draining land be 
provided, 


2, INCREASING EFFECTIVENESS OF THE PROGRAM 
Mocting Placc! Room No. 301 Administration Building 


Committce: 


Chairman - J. B. Andrews - Illinois Lan B. McPhecters - Missouri 
L. S. Fluker - Alabama Chas. W. Stickney - Minnesota 
EH, E, Scholl - Oklahoma Theodor Juhl - Pucrto Rico 
T. M. Patterson - Mississippi H. S. Vandervort - Wost Virginia 
W. F. Sinclair - Vormont C. EH. Brehm - Tennessco 
Shaun Kelly - Massachusetts Tf. Tt. Curtis — Virginia 
We. H. Martin ~ Vormont W. H. Stcen - Oregon 
EH. A. Flansburgh - New York . T, B. Holker -— Montana 
H. 0. Stuart - Rhode Island R. J. Snyder - Nevada 


L. M. Voglor - Indiana 


Division Representatives: 


T. L. Ayers. - Southern 

R. H. Roberts - North Central 
M. L. Barnes - Enst Central 
Fred Entermille - Western 

F. B. Northrup - Northeast 


This committee will consider ways and means of increasing the effect= 
iveness of the program. Particular emphasis should be givon to steps which 
may be taken on a national, State, or county basis to obtain maxinun con- 
servation on individual farns. These stops may involve a tightening up of 


the program provisions or administrativo action which may be taken under the 
present provisions. 


(a) Tho committee should give careful consideration to all possible 
means of obtaining more conservation under the program as well as to means 
of increasing the effectivoness of acreage allotments. 


(b) Consideration should be given to the question as to whether there 
should be an increase in the soil-building goal on a part or all of the farns, 
Increases have boen Suggested, particularly on those firns having lnrge soil- 
depleting acreage allotnonts on which paynonts are made. 
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-(c) At the’ present time there is considerable variation in 
the closing dates for the program year in the various States. It would 
be particularly desirable if the program could bo operated on a more 
uniform basis in this respect with closing dates eithor July l or 
August 1. This question should be carofully considered by the com- 
mittee, both fron the standpoint of ceonony of checking performance 
and timcliness of delivering payments to produccrs. 


(a) In all regions a farm plan or intention to participate is 
prepared for a majority of the farmers; in some rogions it is required 
for all participating farms. Varying dlosihng datos are. in effect with 
respect to these forms. Undoubtedly the contacts made in connection 
with this work have served a useful purpose in educating individual 
farners as to the objectives of the program and ways in which they 
could nost cffectively participate. & substantial part of the increased 
participation is due to this activity. Since considerable cost is 
involved in getting tho farm plans exocuted, consideration should be 
given to whcther this procedure should be followed cach year and if 
so, whether the form used could not be adapted to serve also as an 
application for payment. 


(c) From timo to time questions are raised as to the uses which 
may be mode of superphosphate furnished as a grant of aid and the crops 
on which it may be applied. The answers to these questions also will 
be applicable to fertilizer materials purchased by farmers and used under 
the program. Consideration should be dirceted to obtaining the grcatest 
possible dogree of uniformity in denling with these questions and to 
obtaining the maximum results from this phase of the program. 


(f) Should deduction from payments be provided for failure to 
maintain terraces constructed under previous programs, properly protect 
and maintain forest trees planted under previous programs, or maintain 
secdings of perennials made under previous programs? 


(g) What use is being made of the determinations of the Secretary 
with respect to practices which defeat the purposes of the program? How 
can greatest uniformity be obtained in administering these provisions? 
Should they be included in the program bulletin? The administration of 
the program should provide full protection for tenants and sharecroppors 
and insure that they obtain all payments to which they are entitled 
under the provisions of the law. 


SUGGESTIONS BY BAH INCLUDING THOSE OBTAINED FROM COUNTY LAND USE 
PLANNING COMMITTEES. 


(h) The majority of the countics reporting express the belief thrit 
the program should be used to obtain more soil conservation. 


It has been pointed out that tenants frequently carn only a small 
percentage of the soil-building allowance established for the forms 
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they operate, and moreover, the practices which are performed by tenants 
are often those which are the least effective in obtaining real and last- 
ing soil conservation. Steps should be taken, it is believed, to make 
adjustments in the program which will oneourage and extend tho use of cf- 
fective Beate aane practices on tenant-opeorated farms. 


Specific proposals for increasing the sr strokes of the program 
have been made as follows: 


(1) condition all payments upon enrning oll of the so il- building 
allowance established for the farm; 


(2) condition all nagnonts for a farm upon carning oa minimum of 
50 porcent of the Saar a eae allowance ostablished aon 
the farm; 


(3) provide for tho climination of the less desirable soil- 
building practices and for those which are routine practices 
in the county; 


(4) adjust practice rates so as to obtain increasod use of the 
most desirable practices; 


(5) require specificd percontages of the soil- fda naan allowance 
to be carned by torrnacing, use of lime, seceding of pastures, 
or other desirable practices not commonly used in the county. 


(6) require the adequate maintenance of the terraces on a 
terraced field. as a condition for payment for soil- 
building practices performed on the field; 


(7) withhold practice payments (except for seedings of crosion- 
resisting and conserving crops) for practices performed on 
land subject to erosion which is not properly terraced; 


(8) provide a suitable deduction ($1.50 suggested) for cach 
acre in excess of 5 percent of the cropland on the farm, 
left uncovered.and subject to erosion during the winter. 
This would not apply to land not subject to erosion; 


(9) withhold or limit payments for gonernl or special crops 
on farms in aroas which are unsuited to the production 
of such crops; 


(10) provide for a deduction of $1.50 for each acre of idle 
land on the farm. 
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3, RATES OF PAYMENT AND ALLOWANCES 


Mecting Place: Room No. - 2862 
Telephone No. - 5980 


Committce: 
Chairman - A. Re Barnes -— South Dakota J. A. Watson - Texas 


S. R. Parker - Massachusetts Fred Ahrberg - Oklahoma 
J. BE. Walker - Pennsylvania oD. W. Watkins - South Carolina 


R. K. Clapp -— Connecticut A. W. Jones - Alabama 

Lee M. Gentry - Illinois C. H. Matthews - Toxas 

H. K. Hill -— Wisconsin Harry D. Lohse - North Dakota 
J. 0. Knapp - West Virginia Carl E. Teeter ~ Arizona 

W. S. Adkisson - Virginia We W. Ownes - Utah 


R. 0. Stelzer, Maryland and Delaware 


Division Representatives: 


I. Hendrickson - Northeast 
M. Cox — North Central 
Ww. G. Finn -—.East Central 
H. P. Moffitt -— Southern 
G. A. Peterson -— Western 
dg. Ge Orr = Office of Administrator 


This committce will consider all questions relating to ratcs of 
payment and allowances and will familiarize themselves with the formula 
in the Act under which funds must be allocnted. It must be kept in 
mind that proper budget checks must be included and that the funds which 
would be expended on the basis of the best available inform tion as 
to participation cannot excced the funds authorized to be appropriated. 
Funds should bo used so as to obtain the maximum amount of conservation 
and the maximum cffectiveness of acreage allotments. 


(a) Consideration should be givon to the question of continuance 
of the provision under which there may be earned with respect to any 
farm at least $20.00. 


(bv) Under the 1940 program a special forestry allowance of 
$30 is provided. In view of the budget situation and the fact that 
it is not possible to estimate with any degree of accuracy the earn- 
ings undor this provision, it appears necessary that it be eliminated. 


(c) Some revision in the procedure for detcrmining payments 
with respect to range land is being considered. Consideration should 
be given to the procedure for determining payments with respect to 
non-crop open pasture, since these should tie in with the rates on 
range land in the overlapping areas. 
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(d) This committee should consider with the orchard committee 
the question of setting aside a part of the orchard allowance to be 
used only for tree removal. 


SUGGESTIONS BY BAE INCLUDING THOSE OBTAINED FROM COUNTY LAND USE 
PLANNING COMMITTEES, 


. (e) Many family-sized farms have such ‘small soil-building 
allowances that the assistance offered to the operators is insufficient 
to cnable them to perform the higher type, higher cost practices such as 
the use of lime, construction of terraces, and establishment or improve- 
ment of pastures. Het Bos 


‘In order to permit operators of family-sized farms to participate 

" more fully in the soil conservation phase of the program, it has been 
proposed that a minimum soil-building allowance be established for family- 
sized farms. The amount of such an allowance might be $30.00, 835.00, or 
$40.00. 


4. CROP CLASSIFICATION 


Meoting Place: Room No. - 0346 
; Telephone No. = 2065 


Committee: 


Chairman - R, W. Hamilton - South Carolina 
D. Klein - Iowa 
- K. Chestem - Nebraska 
D. Sexson - Indiana 
- Y. Colby — Tonnessce 
» A. Taylor - Delaware 
- D. Welker - Oklahoma 
W. B. Crawley - Alabama 
J. T. HE. Dinwoodie - North Dakota 
Geo. E. Brown - Colorado 
C. A. Thompson - New Jorsoy’ 


Division Roprosentatives: 


PF, J. Ludwig - North Central 
Sam Whiteside - Hast Contral 
J. B. Young - Southern 
C, H. Carter - Wostern 


The committee on crop classification should consider all questions 
relating to the acreage to be classified as soil-depleting and the acre- 
age of a commodity which will be: considered as harvested or planted to 
the commodity. In this connection consideration should be givon to the 
question of continucd participation in the program and its maxinmun 
effectivoness in bringing about acreage adjustments. 
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(a) Recommendations have been received from some areas that 


-all soybeans in such areas be classified as soil-depleting, regardless 


of whether harvested for seed or for hay. In some areas no soybean. 
acreage is at present classificd as soil-depleting regardless of the 
disposition of the crop. Approximately 94 percent. of the soybean seed 
harvested for all purposes is in areas where the crop is classified as 
soil-depleting. 


(pb) In some cases sorghums are boing used for silage to rc= 
place corn normally used for silage, thereby releasing such corn acre- 
age for the production of corn for grain. The extent of this problem 
and methods for its solution should be considered. 


(ec) In the case of wheat and rice, in some areas under the 
1940 program producers whose acreage does not exceed the allotted 
acreage by more than 3 percent or 3 acros, whichever is larger, may, 


-where such excess is due to lack of knowledge as to the acreage in 


the fields, dispose of the excoss acrenge. In such cases the acreage 
disposed of is not considcred as planted to the commodity. Considera- 
tion should be given to whether, this provision should be modificd or 
extended to othcr areas or to other commoditics. 


(d) A question has beon raised as to whether popcorn harvested 
for use as a confection should be considored as: acreage planted to corn. 
A clarification of the definition or a uniform interpretation is desirod. 


5. GREAT PLAIN 


“Meoting Place: -Room No. - 3741 
Tolephone No. - 370 


Committce: 


Chairman - Fred S. Wallace - Nebraska 
-C. L. Thomas - Toxas 
H. T. Kingsbery - Texas 
Louis I. Thompson - South Dakota 
C. V. Hemphill - New Mexico 
Herman L. Cudney - Kansas 
Alfred Thuring - North Dakota 


Division Represontatives: 
¥. R. Meffifield - Southern 
L, R. Kennody - North Central 


F. BE. Dominy - Western 


The Great Plains committee will consider 11 problems relating 


_ primarily to tho Grent Plains aren. The re-establishment of a permanent 


vegetative cover on substantial acreages of land in this area is one 
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of the objectives of the program. Can the present provisions of the 
program be strengthened to obtain this result more rapidly? In what 
ways can the gains made to date be safeguarded in the future? All 
questions of relationship of the range program to the agricultural 
conservation program should be considered by this committce except 
rates of payment and practices. 


(a) For 1940, special programs are in effect in seven countics 
in Texas. and ten countics in Kansas which are designed to meet special 
problems oxisting in the aren in which these countics are located. A 
similar program may be developed for 1941 which will be applicable 
to the remaining counties in this area involving Colorado, Now Mexico, 
Texas, Oklahoma, and Kansas. A special mecting will be held to con- 
sider this problem at a later date, but it is desired that the com- 
mittee give consideration to this matter in order that definite pro- 
posals may be available for tho later mecting. 


(b) Cnreful consideration should be given to the provisions 
with respect to restoration land to determine if there is any way in 
which this program can be made more effective in re-establishing and 
naintaining a permanent vegetative cover on restoration land. 


(c) Under the 1940 program one unit of soil-building practice 
is valucd at $2.00 on wind crosion farms; that is, farms which are owned 
or loased by a conservation district, by an association determined by the 
State committec to have been organized for conservation purposes, or by 
a State agency authorized by law to own or lease land for conservation 
or crosion control purposes. At least one instance has come to our 
attention where an associntion showed a substantial profit on the soil- 
building practices carricd out on such farns. It appears that it wuld 
be equitable to reduce tho payment per unit on those farms to $1.50 
so as to be comparable with other farms in the program. This will 
also simplify the adninistration of the progran. 


(a) n many states the range and agricultural conservation 
prograns are combinod for 1940. Considerntion should be given as to 
whether the two prograns should be combined for 1941 as a national 
conservation progran. Separate handbooks could be issued in any State 
where this is found dosirable. This item will bo given consideration in 
the light of reconnendations of tho national range conference on June 


24-28, 
6. GRANTS OF AID 
Meeting Place: Room No. - 107 Acninistration Building 
Committee: 
Chairnan - §. K, Cassell - Virginia John J. Doles - Louisiana 


I. O. Schaub - North Carolina Waltor S. Brown - Georgia 
J. L. Wright ~ Arkansas Paul E, Sargeant - New Hampshire 


een ig: 


-J. By Thayer - Connecticut J. G. Craddock - Kentucky 
Don. J. Wickhan - New York N.C. Donaldson - Oregon 
A. K. Gardner =- Moine C. W. Peters - Washington 
C. W. Shoppard - Missouri L. C. Willians - Kansas 
Honer D. Smith - Wisconsin 


Division Ropresentatives? 


F., W. Darner - Insular 

We P. Ellington - Hast Cent-ral 
‘E. Le Deal ~ Southern 
BE. H. Fe. Folber -— Northeast 

W. E. Westbrook -. Western 

R. We Herder - North Central. 


This connitteo shoulda consider questions relating to the grant 
of aid progran. The objective should be to make this progran serve as 
far as possible in bringing about the maxinun amount of conservation. 
How far should the grant of aid progran be oxtonded? What items should 
be included? 


(a) Should tho tern "grant of aid". be discontinued and some 
other phrase substituted? 


One suezestion is to discontinue the term altogether reforring 
SS at 

to the’ project as "phosphate project", "line project", etc. An overall 

torn might be "the AAA materials project". 


(>) Should the project be continved substantially as in 1940 
or should considerable changes be made? 


Among the modifications which have been proposed are the following: 


Plan No. 1 - The AAA would establish for cach county a fair 
market price for liming material and for superphosphate, 


There would bo no soil-building practices, as such, for the oppli- 
ention of liming materials and superphosphate in the 1941 Regional and 
State bulletins. Instead, these materials would be furnished to farmers 
in the amounts and for the uses requested, and approved by the county 
committec within the limit established b> their soil-building allowances. 
Each soil-building allowance would be reduced by an amount which, when 
added to the small payment increase computed thercon, would equal the 
established cost. of the material. 


If . farmor desircd to buy those matorials himself, he would be 
paid for them.at tho rate established as the fair market price for the 
area, and his soil~building allowance would de reduced to the sane oxtent 
as if those materials had been furnishod him by the AMA. 
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In the event that any producer using lime or superphosphate 
filed an application for payment, the small payment increase on the 
payment computed thereon would be adjusted by the Examining Soction to 
reflect the adjustment made when the producer's soil-building allow- 
ance was reduced. 7 


Plan No. 2 - Rates of payment and rates of deduction would 
be established in a manner sinilar to that used in 1940. The maxinun 
quantity of grant of aid material which any farner could receive would 
be his soil-building allowance plus the small payment increase thereon 
divided by the rates of deduction established for material which he 
requested, cxcept that the total value of material which any producer 
could request wovld not excced certain value linitations. 


If the farm had no acreage allotments established for it, the 
producer would at the tine of filing his request for material indicate 
whether or not he would file an application for payment in the fall. 


a. If the producer indicated that he would not file an 
application for payment in the fall, then the materials furnished hin 
would be in licu of all payments which might be computed for the farn 
and at the tine of checking performance we would not check to deter- 
nuine whether or not additional practices had been performed. If, 
however, the producer had planted crops which incurred a deduction or 
nisused any of the mtcrial furnished, then an application would be filed 
showing such deductions. 


b. If the producer at the time his order for material 
was taken indicated that he would file an application or if he was ona 
form for which an acreage allotment has been established, then a 
complete check of his farm would be made and any cost of grant of 
aid material not earned by the application of such material would be 
deducted from any other payment computed for the farm, or the amount 
by which such total payment was short of the cost of the material fur- 
nished would be placed on tho register of indebtedness against this 
producer, 2 yn" 


: (c) What limitations should ve placed upon the quantity of 
material which can be received by any farm? 


The following limitations have been suggested: 


(1) 80% of the soil-building allowance plus tho increase 
for small growers. 


(2) Collect tho association expenses in cash and allow 
100% of the soil-building allowance plus tho increase for small growers. 


(3) Hither (1) or (2) on non-allotment farms, ané up 
to the quantity roquired to meet tho soil-building goal on allotment 
farms. 
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(a) Shoulda estimated association expenses be collected in cash? 


(e) What formula should be used in allocatins triple super- 
phosphate supplies? 


(f) What are the conditions under. which normal superphosphate 
should be furnished, including grade, definite or indefinite contracts, 


time, and size of bags? 


(2). What about liming specifications? 


(nh) What about terracing specifications? 

« (i) Should: the revah and pea project be continued through 1941? 

ew vhat can be done towards spreading deli oe over the entire 
year rather than in a few months? : 

iz) Should the deduction rate cover the cost of local handling 
in the county, including delivery to the farm where farmyard delivery is 
available? 

SUGGESTIONS BY BAE INCLUDING THOSE OBTAINED FROM! COUNTY LAND US# 
PLANNING COL2IITTEES, 

(1) The crant-of-aid program seems to have been well received, where- 
ever introduced, and the only comments which appear in reports are to the 
effect that the erant-of-aid program should be extended into additional 
counties, wherever adapted. 

The proposal has also been made that certain practices, such as 
lime and supe orphosphate, bo offered only as grants-of-aid. 

Tiere appears to be a general feeling that soecifications governing 
the use of grant-of-aid material should be more complete and specific and 
that they be more carefully enforced. 
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7, TRUCK AND VEGETABLE CROPS 
ha Meeting Place Room No. - 1083 
Committee: 
Chairman - Chas. A. Collins - New Jersey John 8. Vickham - New York 
. H. G. Clayton - Bt Gh da Kenneth Roberts - New Jersey 
D, ©. Atvood - Texa C. W. Swanebeck - itichigan 
Paul Sanders - South Carolina H. H, Nuttle - Maryland 
J. B. Daniels - Arkansas Dave Davidson - California 


O. R. Hallene - Rhode Island Die by Leet Utah 
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Division Representatives: 


J. if, Hunt - Southern 

Stanley Meilahon - North Central 
Ww. O. Shofner - East Central 

C. C. Farrington:- YVestern 

A, W. Manchester - Northeast 


This committee will consider questions relating to truck and - 
vegetable crops. Recommendations of the national vegetable conference 
June 3, 4, and 5, 1940, together with other recommendations relating 
to vegetables should be carefully considered. A joint meeting should 
be arranged with the orchard committee at & convenient time to consider 
mutual problems. 


RECOM ENDATIONS OF THE NATIONAL VEGETABLE CONFERENCE 
ee re a a ee 


PREAL BLE 


This National Vezetable Conference recognizes the value of the 
1940 Agricultural Conservation Program and is grateful for the oppor- 
tunity the industry has had to join with the other great comuodity 
Groups ox the nation in cooperation through the A.A.A,. 


The vegetable industry realizes the importance of the oppor- 
tunity it has had under A.A.A. to develop the present program and 
hopefully looks forward to broadening the program for 1941 as out- 
lined by this conference. 


ais conference believes there should eventually develop a 
ted program which would aim for stabilization of production 
fective markoting plans within tho industry to the end that 
20le income would be restored to vegetable growers, 


Ve commend tho cfforts of the Research workers in Homo Economics 
and the educational work carried out by these workers and by Ixtension 
Service Home Demonstration Agents, as well as similar activities by 
ovner agencies, to point out the value of vegetables in the diet and 
to encourage the use of vegetables in the interest of health and of 
National wolfare. Tho representatives at this conference pledge them- 
selves to render assistance in furthering this work and desire to 
assure these agencies that the vegetable growers will produce for con- 
sSumers adequate quantities of quality vegetables at reasonable prices, 

We rocommend that additional funds be made available to these agencies 
to further the splendid work now being done. 


CLASSIFICATION 
1. Under the progran all vegetables, whether-annual or perennial, 


(including strawberries and rhubarb), Srown for marketing fresh 
or Yor processing, shall be Classified as vegetables. 
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No dried beans shall be classified as vegetables, 
No corpeas, including black-eyed peas, shall be 
classified as vegatables. 


YoY 


t potatoes when harvested for market (except for starch) 


snall be classified as vegetables. 


e bulbs and flowers are not vegetables and are not used for 
they shall not be classified as vegotables. 


ACREAGH ALLOTMENTS 


General Recommendations 


ia 


That provision be made by tho AAA to complete and announce 
the 1941 vegotable program and issuc 1941 allotments by 
Jugust 1, 1940, For subsequent years tho program should be 
completed and announced by July 1. 


tho Executive Committee recommends that the National Con- 
Pereucc ve callodenet Later than June 1, in order that ali 
programs may be comple toed and annowuncod by July 1. 


That the payment rate per acre for tho vogotablo acroage 
allotment and tho deduction rate por acrs for vogotablos 
mlantod! in excess of tha acreage allotmont, romain as in 
Pot, “We woquest judicious Sstimatos of participation be 
mado "in order to mointain tho paymont rate as high as 
possible. 


al Rocomnmendoa woions 


Hes ali countics in which 100 acros of vegetables for 
market have been or shall be produced, shall be designated 
a ecient Sits iee: 


That the present program provision for establishing vege- 
table allotments of not less than 3 acres on individual 
faris be retained but provide for the State Committee, with 
assistance of a vegetable advisory committee, to have 
authority to establish individual farm allotments at 1 acre 
or anything less than 3 acres in individual States or desiz 
nated areas within any State. 
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Vegetable allotmonts for new growerg shnll be made within 
the county allotment. 


Payments shall be made on the vegetable allotment to new 
farms in compliance. 
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Vegetable producers who plant less than 80% of the vegetable 
acreage allotment shall be paid on 125%, of their planted 
acreage of vegetables. 


SOIL BUILDING PRACTICES 


1. The present soil-building practices remain in effect for 1941. 


2. A practice be added to allow application of triple superphos- 
phate in connection with the seeding of barley, wheat, or rye 
Grown in combination with a winter legume to be plowed under 
as a green manure crop and followed by commercial vozetables, 


3. The Executive Committee carcfully considered the Soil Conser- 
vation Committee rocormondation to allow ten tons of purchased 
animal manure as a practice payment on vegetable land. The 
committee fully appreciates the bencfits from such a practice 
and its desirability in certain aroas. Howoveryethis isa 
National program and a payment practice for manure application 
has repeatedly been turned down by the National Conference; 
therefore tho Exocutive vonmittec, in the interest of tho 
National Prozram, cannot recomnond inclusion of this contro- 
versial practice, which might open tho way for payments for 
using manure produced on general farms which can hardly be 
justified. 


4. A.situation similar to the above applies to the soil-building 
practice committee recommendation for-a special practice 
adapted to the Florida Zverglades. Therefore the Executive 
Coimittee does not recommend any special practice for this 


A 
aren. 


—————— 


the Executive Committee considered the special recommendation 
or the allotment committec regording changing the base period from 
tne 1928-37 to the 1936-40 average for the purposes of computing 
vogetable funds under the formulae in the Act, ond recommends legis- 
lation to effoct this change. 


ADJUSTMENT OF iIARKET SUPPLIES 


ee 
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“@, the Executive Committee, commend the Federal Surplus Con- 
mocities, Corporation for work in stepping up activity on the stamp 
plan to include the gale of commercial vegetables, and request that 
this work be expanded. 


Ye recommend that an Agricultural representative be placed on 
food committees where the Federal Surplus Conmocitios Corporation 


stamp plan is nov in operations 


It is recommended that vegetable grower organizations Spore teh 
shee the distributing trade with a view to increasing the volume of 
egetable sales through commercial channels; 


“le recommend that the direct purchase program of Federal surplus 
commodities be made available primarily in orcas where grovers have 
made offorts to control acreage, grades, and marketing of comme roial 


Tho committee rocognizos a great nocd for extonsive organization 
of the vegetable industry in order to bring about effective educa 
tion and cooperation within the industry and therefore recommends 
that funds and personnel be made available through the Extension 
Service of the U.S.D.A. and with the cooperation of the SAA in order 
to strengthen existing vegetable organization and to encourage new 
organizations where necessary. ‘Je further recommend that this | 
done with the cooperation of State agencies; 


Ve recommend that the fullest possible use be made of marketing 
agrecients in areas whore commercial vegetables are grown, and that 
tho Department and other agencies carry on educational work to this 
end; 

. Yo unanimously endorse Senate Bill No. 4007 and its companion 
bill, H.R. $799, rolating to marketing quotas for lettuce and mclons 
in the Stateswof California and Arizona. 


8. ORCHARDS 


liseting Place: Room No. -— 1029 
‘Committee: Division Representatives: 
Chairman - Carl G. ‘Iooster —- New York Donald F. Miller - North Central 
RR. FP. Fricke - New York Chas. D. Lewis - Bast Central 
CG. J. ilcCormick - Indiana Gus Prickond a.bouthern 
heideesBaldwin — “ichigan H. 3. Schwartz - Western 


John H, Hast - Virginia 
fit Philips - Arkansas 
dienes te - anaauveaanag 
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The committee on orchards will consider the recommendations of 
representatives of the apple industry made at a recent meeting in 
i opstes ton relatin= to the participation of orchards in the program. 
areful consideration should be given to ways of making the orchard 
anaes now available most effective in obtaining conservation of 
orchard lnnd. <A joint meeting should be arranged with the truck and 
vegetable comaittee at a conveniont time to consider mutual probloms. 


(2) It was recommended by representatives of the apple industry 
that a practice be included for 1941 which would provide for the re- 
moval of apple trees producing fruit of inferior quality. This con- 
mittee should work with the gsoil- building practice committee in giving 
consideration to this proposal. 


(c) It has also been recommended that consideration be stron 
o the car-morking of a part of the funds available for apples to be 

ly for carrying out this practice. This could be accomplished 
by sotting up in cach State a specific amount to bo carned only by the 
ronoval of uneconomic trees and accopting applications for tho use of 
this fund until the moximum amount is reached. This could bo handled 
cither on A first come, first served basis or by accepting applications 
up to a given date and giving cach applicant tho same percontage of his 
request if the roquosts were in oxcess of the available funds. A 
voriation of this procedure could provide that those removing a small 
nunbor of trees would be allottod tho funds roquested and that those 
roquesting a larger amowt of funds be given the proportionate part 
which is possible with the available funds The committoe should work 
with the committee on Rates of Payment and Mit tosewiae in considering 
this proposal. 


9. ALLOTMENT AND YIELD PROCEDURE 
stcsechsnlcsharsoierretinsMacnweboeth a) le T I ES) 


Placco: - Room No. - 0344 
Tolephone No. 2065 


Committee: 


Chairman - G, R, Harris - California H, N. Holmgreen ~ Texas 
Hlmer F, Nruse ~ Ohio H. S. Durden ~ Georgia 
Jae Ms ate - Illinois Frank W. Hussey - linine 
Virgil L. Walker - Missouri AY Cy Bardwell = pee 
G, fT. Seoth = stevens Carolina yoru MacDougall - Massachuset+ 


Tf 


O. Wl. Farrington - Kontucky M, dl, Sloan - California 
R. 0, Branch - Arkansas 


Division Representatives: 


B. Frank: Brewer - North Central 

J, li, Thompson - Vestern : 
Tom C, Allington - Crop Ins. Corp. 
J. EH, Thigpen - East Central 

H, BE. York - Southern 

G. R. Ware -. - Northeast 


This committee will consider recommendations relative to the 
procedure for establishing acreage allotments ond normal yields per acre. 
The greatest degree of simplicity consistent with the establishment of 
equiteble acrenge allotments and tho provisions of the Act is desired, 
Particular consideration should be given to problems resulting fron the 
establishment of allotments for new growers. 


(a) Under the present provisions, new crower allotments are re- 
duced to the planted acreage if less than the original allotment. The 
question has been raised as to whether any payment should be made with 


respect to new grower allotments. 


(b) To what extont should new crower allotments be made with 
respect to the various comnodities for which allotments are established? 
In certain commoditics the Act prescribes the maximum allotments whicn 
may de made to new growers. 


(c) What position should bo taken with respect to allotments 
for newly cleared land? 


(a4) What should be tho policy wit? to new areas which 


are coming into production? 
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(eo) - It has beon recommended that peanut acreage allotments be 
established for all farms producing peanuts for mark 


et in States in 
which peanut acrcage allotmonts are dotermincod, If this procedure wore 
followed commercial areas would not be desicnated in the States in which 


allotments are determined. 


(f) Would it be desirable to provide that all farms having wheat 
or corn allotments of less than acres be automatically classed as 
non-allotment-farms in all areas. 


(¢) How far can we go in vtilizing allotment procedures such as 
that used for 1941 wheat allotments under which the 1940 allotment was 
adjusted for 1941 on the basis of the 1940 wheat acrenge. 


SUGGESTIONS BY BAH INCLUDING TiiOSH OBTAINED FROM COUNTY LAND USE 
PLANNING COMIITTEES, 


(nh) hero possivlo, allotments should bo based upon a plan for 
good soil management for the farm with relatively littlo woight boing 


givon to the past history of the. farm, 


sR 


(i) A numbor of countics in tho Great Plains Area report a 
tondeney for whoat allotments to becomo frac oresrozan on the farm 
even aftor it is recognized thot the farm is not adapted to whoat 
production or after tho gystom of farming hag ehangeod from small 
grain to grazing. Thoy point out that more pesitive provisions 
should bo made for the adjustment of individual whant allotmonts 
between farms within tho county. 


so point out that consideration should bo Ziven to 
vor of shifting wheat allotments in order to encourage botter 


y) 
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(3) Roports indicate that tho dofinition of cropland should 
bc re-oxanined. Voulea it bo desiraple to leave land which has boon 
scedod to permansnt pasture classifiod ag cropland (in cotton countios) 
oven though such land is out of crops for more than three yoars. Tho 
present practice of classifying cropland socded to crass as non- 
cropland discourages tho seceding of pastures because of tho cffoct on 
the cotton allotmont. 


16, DETERGINATION OF PERFORANCE 


uiceting Place: Room No. - 0345 
Telephone No. — 2065 


Committee: Division Representatives: 
Chairman ~ Rnlph H. loyer - Office of Adn. J. B. Davis - Hast Central 
Z. Y. Floyd -~ North Carolina ZT. ii. Gachet - Southern 
WV. H. Evang - Tennessee Frank if, Crowell - North 
Robie Gray - Georgin Central 
Ff, 7. Spencer - Louisiana William Reagan - ‘lestern 
D, C. Alsobrook - ilississipni M, K. Ling-— Northeast 


James D, Prewit - Texas 
Ralph §. Shaw - Rhode Island 
PY. J. Marshall - iHinnesota 
wi, J. Van Zee - South Dakota 
O. J, Kemmerling - Indiana 

H. L. Stafford = Idaho 

#, RR. Olson ~ lontawn 


nis committee will serve as a medium for the exchange of ideas and 
Procedures which have been used in determining perfornance, It will pro- 
bably not be possible for those in attendance to male recommendations upon 
a& nunber of the itens listed sideration. However, the discussion 


iisted for con 
should bring out the points involved insofar as is practicable. It should 
be kept in mind that cetermination of performance is the most expensive 
operation in connection with the program and that it is essential that 
performance be accuravely determined, Any mothod which will reduce the cost 
of checking performance without reducing the accuracy should be carefully 
idered. How much can cost be reduced by arranging the program so as 
to eliminates the necessity for a second visit to the farm? 


{a) How can the procedure for checking performance be improved 
to insure accuracy and stability of results and at the same time reduce 
expenses? Careful consideration should be given to means waiich will 
enable the farmer to know in advance of planting the acreage determined 
for areas which he will plant, espe cially in the case of crops having 

ine Samet allotments?! 


~(b) To what ext ent can the determination of performance bo con- 
pleted upon one visit to the farm by a supervisor or farm chocker? This 
mMignt be accomplished by delaying the start of performance checling, 
advancing the dato of closing the program year, or both. (See itom (eo); 
Committee No. 2). a 


(c) How can tho spot check progedure bo made moro effective? 
(a) Othor itoms for discussion: 


l. iethods which can be omployod to stabilize acreage 
figures. Bre Bk tny 


2. Use of farm maps, "cut-outs", or other substitutes 
for photographs by supervisors or farm roportors. 


3. ilothods omployved where cnlargomentss arc used more than 
one yoar:and the number of vears cnlarg omont s can be used. 


ld boundary lines 


4, Whether subdivis sion and change ioe 
r) or by the county 


S 
isnovld-pciscated in by the»supervisor (farm rooort 
office. a 


5. Tho extent to which acreagos of now ground and changed 
<> = 


Af tolda should be computed rathor than plottcd and planimetered on tho 
-onlargeme: ont. 


GF Licthods of determination of ‘tho acronges of small 
enn of land; how Largo should an arcana bo befors it should bo plotted 
and i oniSoterad on the onlargement. 


7. standards for doductions wofvareng in a fiéld not 
devoted to the uso to which the ficld is. dovotod. Should deduction 


be made for aroas occupiod by broad terraces? 


3. Estimation of nereages of crops and land uses other 
than nllotment crops. 


9. Relntive merits of plonineter rs and rotomoters. 


10a tno Loneth of time Ei atorcane may be used before 
Yetlyinguis.justificd, 
& J : Le 


2). 


SUGGESTIONS BY BAE INCLUDING THOSE OBTAINED FROM COUNTY LAND USE 
PLANNING COMMITTEES, 


(e) The determination of performance is generally recognized as one 
of the most essential steps in connection with the effective administra- 
tion of the program, and tho general belief scoms to be that every effort 
should be made to tighten the application of performance procodures in 
order to assure even greater accuracy than has been obtained in the past. 


Proposals have been made to the cffect that procedures should be 
adopted which will stabilize acreages of fields, the boundaries of which 
do not change from year to year. 


The suggestion has also been received that cach cooperator be 
supplied with a map or acrial photograph of his farm, showing the acre- 
ages of the various ficlds. 


11. EDUCATIONAL ACTIVITIES 


licoting Place: Room No. - 3718 
Telephone No. - 2594 


Committec: 

Chairman - H, E, Thompson — Arkansas C. E, Stockdale ~ 
J. W. Bateman - Louisiana West Virginia 
Geo, Slaughter = Toxas T. R. Bryant - Kontucky 
James J. Lonc # Florida Tom... M. Cornwell - 
R, E. Cammack - Alabama North Carolina 


Geo. A. Schuler - Pennsylvania John Lowo - West Virginia 
Earl P. Robinson - New Hampshire Leo Knuti - Minnesota 
J. EB, Carrigan - Vermont J. J, McElroy + Wyoming a 
M. A, Doan - Michigan F, E, Balmer ~ Wrshington 
R. K, Bliss - Iowa C. V. Pickrell + Arizona 
S. H. Rutford - Minnesota T. HE. Buckman » Nevada 
P. M. McGuire - Now Mexico 
Frank Wimberly ~ New Mexico 


Division Ropresentatives: 


Whitney Tharin = Southern 

J. H. Arnold ~ Northeast 

James Paulsen - Crop Ins. Corp. 
Wayne H, Darrow ~ Information 
J. H, Shoulders - East Central 
Werner P, Meyer - Western 

I, M, Eitreim + North Central 


The committee on educational activities will consider ways in 
which information as to the objectives of the program and facts per- 


a 


ee thele 


taining to it may be made available to persons on the farms and in 
the cities. How can we best insure full knowledge on the part of 
farmers and the public generally with respect to the objectives and 
accomplishments of the AAA program? : 


(a) What are the educational responsibilities and opportuni- 


$408 of. AAA committeomon in view of the developments in the world war 


situation? 


(b) What are proved to be the best means for reaching different 
classes of people? 


(a) rank and file of farmers? 
(b) town people 
(c) women 


(c) How can the discussion method of conducting AAA meetings 
be improved and extended? 


(a) How can committeomen best use the radio and-press to inform 
farmers-and others about the progran? 


(ce) What improvements can and should be made in AAA cducational 


“matorialg sueh.as bulletins, mimoographed cireulars, charts, etc.? To 


what extent: should AAA go in visualizing its information through pictures, 
pictographs, film strips, and Oxnipits 2). 


(f). Should state mimcographod houso organs be encouraged? 


(gz) Should the usc of motion pictures in AAA education work bo 
further encouraged? . 


(h) How far should AJA go. in enh motion picturcs? 

(2) state movics 

(b) regional Moneeed 

(c) National movies.” 
(i) What are tho possibilitics of farmer business-nen mectings? 
(j) How can committeo training and activities best be aided? 


SUGGESTIONS BY BAE INCLUDING THOSE OBTAINED FROM COUNTY ITAND USE 
PLANNING COMMITTEES. | 


(x) Roports prepared by county Innd use planning committees, and re- 
ports from other sources, indicate that many farmers do not understand 


GR ee 


the fundamental objectives of the program. From the Northeast comes 

the following statement: "The main problem in the Northeast is that 
farmers do not understand the 'whys! of the program." From the South 
comes the-statcment that one ef the problems in connection with the 
program is "lal; of understanding of the program's purposes, of its im- 
mediate and longerange bencfita,"' 


In areas whero payments on special allotments are large and soil- 
building allowances are relatively small, the conservation features and 
the income improving features of the program seem to have been largely 
lost: sight of by producers and AAN payments seemed to be looked upon 
primarily as supplementing current income. 


If it is true that many farmers, little and big, do not understand 
the objectives of the program, it is evident that cducational work with 
farmers may well be greatly intensificd. 


12. ADMINISTRATION 


Meeting Place: Room No. - 0341 
a ee . ™ 
Tolephone No. 2065 


Committce:. 

Chairman - S. E. Statham - Georgia A. A. Doakins - Tennessee 
George Bailev - Vermont P. O. Davis - Alabana 
A, H. Smith - Pennsylvania H. @, Chalkley - Louisiana 
W. fT. Clark - Connecticut A.V. McCormack - Idaho 
H, E. Hazen - Iowa T,.R. Merryweather - California 
D. D. Deeds - Ohio “Wn. L. Toutsch ~ Oregon 
Airlic Mucks - Wisconsin ¥. A. Anderson ~ Colorado 


John Brainard - Minnesota A. BE. Bowman - Wyoning 
J. R. Hutcheson - Virginia. 


Division Representatives: 


BH. G. E. Paull - Northeast 

Carl WY. Rudolph - Crop Ins. Corp. 
3. M. English ~ East Central 

C, H. Alvord ~- Southern 

W. Harry King - North Central 
Henry Wood - Yestern 


The committce on Administration will consider questions 
relating to 


(a) The efficient and cconomical operation of the county 
associations and their offices. ; 


(1) How can administrative expenses be held 
to the minimum necessary for accurate and 
efficiont county office work? 


(2) ‘hen and how shovld annual elections of 
agricultural conservation associations be held? 


(3) How can we encouraze selection of best qualified 
persois as delezates. 


(4) What steps can be talken to increase tho number of 
delegates in counties having a small number of conmunitices. 


(b) The making of assignments of agricultural conservation 
Q 


Aah 
pAYMEeNUS. 


(1) >: What cnanges should be dee in order to secure the 
Greatest good to the producers involved? 


An explanation will be made of the manner in which funds appro- 
priated for the programs are divided among the various activities for waich 
the appropriations are made. 


SUGGESTIONS BY BAZ INCLUDING THOSS ODTAINSD FROM COUNTY LAND US3 
PLANNING COLD IITTSES, 


(c) The reports indicate certain adninistrative veaknesses in the 
program and the following proposals have been made for corr ecting certain 
of these weaknesses: 


(1) In cownties with a limited number of communities, the 
sent procedure frequently does not result in the election of 
presentative county committeemen. This micht be partly 
by amending the procedure so that a larger number of 
S participate in the election of country committecs. 


(2) Provision should bo made: for state conmittee roviow of 
all allotments for farms of county and community committeemen. 


(3) Procodure should be developed which would more efffoc- 
tively control nepotisn. 


13, COLMIODITY LOANS 


Meeting Place: Room Wo. - 0342 
Telephone No. - 2055 


Committee: : Division Representatives: 


Chairman - Roy C. Wilson - Kansas H, A. Johnson - Zast Central 
John 8. Bumgarner - Illinois H, C, Neas - Southern 
Guy Dowdy ~ Ohio H, J. Bell - Western 
John B, Kimberly ~ Iowa Wm. licArthur - North Central 
Ww, wy Seherm & Kentucky 


C, L, Neill - INgsissippi Commodity Credit Corporation: 
it, W. Adams - South Carolina 


G G, winnich - Penns:lvania John D. Goodloe 
i, J, Haselrud —- North Dakota 
es one - Arizona 


besed 


loans, 


(a) 


“LS 


Corn. 
corn of nearly 25 percent of a normal year's disappearance. 

. a) 
Formerly, our average carryover was only 7? percent of a normal 
year's needs, 


(1) 


(5) 
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committee will consider questions relating to commodit; 


including ways in which loans can best serve cooperating farmers. 


At present we are maintaining an Zver Normal Granary for 


Can we continue a suceessful Svex Normal Granary for 
corn en the present bagis of crop year loans with 
loan extensions and storage allowances? 


Can we better maintain the Ever Normal Granary for 
corn by making long-term initial loans and requiring 
the producer to store the corn over two or three 


Can we maintain an Ever Normal Granary for corn on 
the present basis of supplies and prices without an 
increase of non-participation in the corn programs? 
Can we successfully continue the present Zver Normal 
Granary for corn without having greater restrictions 
or allotments on other feed crops, such as oats, 


barloy, train sorghums, soybeans, alfalfa, and so forth? 


Can wo adjust livestock production and maintain live- 
stock prices without further rostrictions on our feed 
grain production? 


G 
Granary for corn without invoking marketing quo 
or compulsory allotments? 


Can we hopo to maintain a successful Evor Nornal 
t 


Our wheat loan programs so far have sorvod primarily as a 


moans of increasing farm income and promoting orderly marketing. 


( 
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) 


(2) 


( 
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Should wheat loan programs be on a short-term basis, 
forcing liquidation of all warehouse loans before any 
accurate determination can be made as to the size of 
new crop? 


hall we formulate our wheat loan programs on the basis 
that the Ever Normal Granary for wheat shall be in the 
hands of the producers rather than in tho hands of the 
grain trade or millers and processors? 


Shall we make longer term loans on wheat stored on 
farms at a hirher rate, eliminating the storage 

allowance and make warehouse loans for one year but 
make the borrower assumo the storage charge by 


deducting 7 cents from the loan value? 
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(c) "Stop Loss" Loans. Tho progont loan programs on rye and barley 
are terned "stop logs" loons, designed to protect producers 
against marketing those crops at prices far below cost of pro- 
duction. 


(1) Are the vresent "stop loss" loans on rye and 
parley satisfactory? 


(2) Shall ."stop loss" loans be extended to other 
érains, such as oats, soybeans and grain sorghums? 


‘EF (3) Can we sustain the prices on such comnodities 
* without acreage allotments or more restrictive 
4 4 * * 
fe. total soil-deploting crop allotments? 


mw (d). Cotton. 


(1) Should the ficold rndministration of cotton loans be 
(2) Consideration should be given to any problems in 
connection with location differentials. 


(3) At wheat level should cotton loans be made in the long 
time best interests of cotton growers? 


(4) Should cotton loans be made on rn net or eross weight 
basis? 


SUGGESTIONS BY BAZ INCLUDING THOSE OBTAINED FRO COUNTY LAND USz 
PLANNING COLUIITTRES, 


(ec) There is some evidence that in certain areas farmers have senled 
corn, placed it under loan, and nave substituted other grains, 
and perhaps made more extensive use of roughage including both 


re 
hay and pasture in the production of livestock and livestock 
products, f this has occurred, the consumption of corn has 

been reduced and the maintenance of corn prices hag not: contri- 
buted to the adjustment of supplies of livestock and livestock 


é ae b , tae j 3. 3 , 
products. This proplem should be given careful consideration. 

ae 2 

4 (f) The 7¢ storage rate on corm is so high that it becomes difficult 


6 
vo liquidate loans on two-year old corn. 
(zg) Zvery effort should be made to make farmers realize that corn 
sealed under loan on their farms igs still their corn and not 
corn that they have "sold to the Government". 


14, SUGAR BSHTS AND SUGAR CANT 


lueeting Place: Room No. - 5091 
Telephone No. - 2795 


Committee: Division Representatives: 
Chairman - Harry H, Simpson - Colorado Zz, A. Rush - Southern 
J. Bernard Frisbie = Puerta Rieo Roy J, Jordre - estern 
L, J, Landry - Lovisiana Grant G¢, PhoMDson ~ North Central 
a. L. Foster - Nebraska Bernhard H, Benidt - Sugar 
Thos. B. Oxby - iichigan Garibaldi Laguardia - Sugar 
Aa @, KiTouen — oben Otis Mulliken - Sugar 


This committee will consider questions relating to the adminis- 
tration of the sugar program in State and county offices. 


(a) The procedure which should be followed in determining pro- 
or allotments for cane and beet growers should be Given 
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(>) Consideration should also be given to farming practices 
required to be carried ovt in connoction with tho production of sugar 
bests and suvar cane. 


(c) How can the adm 


inist on of the labor provisions of the 
Sugar Act bo handlod most offoct ? 


15. CROP INSURANCES 


Wcoting Place: Room No. - 4096 
Telephone No, -— 4937 


Committee: Division Representatives: 
Chairman - Guy VW, Smith = Crop ine. Sor, WV. H. Evans - Hast Central 
- 3. Symons - aryl pe il, P, Leaning - Southern 
- L, Hague - Oklsohoma Donald Sabin - Western 
. J. Janike - Nebraska 2. R. Donohue - North Central 
C. Thomas - South Dakota C, EH, Vickham - Northeast 
8 ii i 


Leker - Kansas 
Hi. Richardson - Montana 
i, Ocheltree — Delaware 
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Arthur I. Cunn lings 
John H. Fraser 


The Crop Insurance Committee will consider questions relating to 
the administration of the crop insurance program in State and county 
offices. How can the program be made to serve oa larger number of 
farmers? 


(a) What improvements can be made in the method of pricing grain? 


(b) Is the plan now being followed concerning meritorious cases 
working out satisfactorily for o11 concerned? 

(c) Is there need for further perfection of the plan being used 
this year for the approval of yields and rates? 


(d) What further refinements are desirable in the relationship 
of the work handled by county committees, state offices, and branch 
offices of the Corporation? 


SUGGESTIONS BY BAN INCLUDING THOSE OBTAINED FROM COUNTY LAND USE 
PLANNING COMMITTEES, 


(e) Reports indicate that the talking out of crop insurance by 
farmers has in most cases depended on probable crop prospects. This is 
evidenced by the large number of policies written in the fall of 1939 
in the hard red winter wheat area of the Southern Great Plains where soil 
moisture conditions were unfavorable for planting winter wheat in contrast 
to the smaller number of policies written in other areas where moisture 
conditions were more favorable. If these indications are accurate, what 


chonges should be made in order that we may have a sound program of crop 
insurance in these arenas. 


(f) A suggestion has been received that consideration be given to 
the plan of insuring the value of the upper three-fourths rather than 
the lower three-fourths of the wheat yicld. 
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